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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a non-final office action upon examination of application number 
09/733,299. Claims 1-19 are pending and have been examined on the merits discussed below. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, filed 12/23/04, with respect to the rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-19 
under 35 USC 103 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has 
been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made. 

3. Applicant's arguments, with respect to rejections under 35 USC 101 have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. The rejection under 35 USC 101 of claims 1, 2 and 5-19 has been 
withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 2-15 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form 
for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel 
the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. As amended, claim 1 now recites a computer-readable medium 
having stored thereon computer-executable instruction. Claims 2-5 are directed to a forecasting 
tool. 

5. Claims 17-19 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form 
for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel 
the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
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claim(s) in independent form. As amended, claim 16 now recites a computer-readable medium 
having stored thereon computer-executable instruction. Claims 17-19 are directed to a method. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. It is not clear what is meant by the term instantiate. In light of the specification, it 
seems that any computer application instantiated on any computer system may be employed to 
carry out the forecasting tool. Therefore, for examination purposes, it is construed that a user, 
using any well-known database application such as Microsoft Excel, creates these tables 
manually. 

8. Claims 2-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. As amended, claim 1 now recites a computer-readable medium having stored 
thereon computer-executable instruction. Claims 2-5 are directed to a forecasting tool, thereby 
switching statutory classes. 

9. Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. As amended, claim 16 now recites a computer-readable medium having stored 
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thereon computer-executable instruction. Claims 17-19 are directed to a method, thereby 
switching statutory classes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gleditsch et 
al, US 6,41 5, 1 95 in view of Microsoft Excel spreadsheets. 

As per claim 1, Gleditsch et al teaches a computer system with software programming an 
algorithm for forecasting and databases including project information for each project including 
a reference to items to be employed in connection with the project (column 3 line 50 - column 4, 
line 33 - method to determines daily demand for manufacturing resources based on customer 
orders and predefined parameters related to the manufacturing resources) and item information 
including a references to an algorithm to determine a quantity of the item for a project (column 3 
line 50 - column 4, line 33 - the method provides a projection of demand on manufacturing 
resources; column 8, lines 41-51 - the method uses a smoothing process that comprises a 
computer and software programming an algorithm for smoothing the demand for the resources 
for a product over time) but does not explicitly teach compiling the information into tables. 
However, it is old and well known in the art of data management to organize data into tables 
using programs such as Microsoft Excel. Since Gleditsch et al teaches the use of a database to 
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store data, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to organize the collected data into tables such as Microsoft Excel spreadsheets wherein 
each cell representing specific data can be linked to other cells for calculations using 
predetermined formulas and algorithms. The use of Microsoft Excel spreadsheets within 
Gleditsch et al's system as a way to keep the data organized in an efficient, user-friendly manner. 

As per claim 2, Gleditsch et al teaches the quantifiable items are selected from group 
consisting of parts, materials, equipment, labor, time, and combinations thereof (column 5, lines 
32-37 - resources include raw materials, machine or production line time, shift worker hours, 
other labor, space, power or any other quantity whose constraint affects the ability to accept 
orders for the delivery of goods or services). 

As per claim 3, Gleditsch et al teaches the database tables are distributed across several 
computers (column 4, lines 20-33 - the system is linked to various controlling mechanisms in the 
process such as an ordering system of suppliers or customers). 

As per claim 4, Gleditsch et al teaches a database server for controlling and coordinating 
the database (column 4, lines 20-33 and column 8, lines 41-51 - the computer system including a 
database is linked to various controlling mechanisms in the process as well as to ordering 
systems, inherently a server is used to store the data for retrieval by the entities involved). 

As per claim 5, Gleditsch et al teaches the project information further includes an 
identification of a project-type of the project, the tables further comprising a project-type table 
having project-type information for each project-type referenced by the project table, the project- 
type information including each item to be employed in connection with the project-type 
(column 4, lines 20-33 - the database stores predefined parameters in connection with each 
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project for allocation of resources; column 3 line 50 - column 4, line 33 - method to determines 
daily demand for manufacturing resources based on customer orders and predefined parameters 
related to the manufacturing resources). 

As per claim 6, Gleditsch et al teaches the project information further includes at least 
one milestone date for the project, the tables further comprising a milestone table having 
milestone information for each milestone date referenced by the project table, the milestone 
information including at least one key project moment to which a need for an item for the project 
is referenced (column 3, lines 61-67 - calculates when certain amounts of materials or other 
resources will be needed based on orders and determines the date when the materials need to be 
purchased from the supplier). 

As per claim 7, Gleditsch et al teaches the item information further includes a reference 
to the milestone information in the milestone table and information on how to calculate a date 
when the item is required based on the milestone information (column 3, lines 61-67 - calculates 
when certain amounts of materials or other resources will be needed based on orders and 
determines the date when the materials need to be purchased from the supplier). 

As per claim 8, Gleditsch et al teaches the item information further includes an 
identification of at least one supplier, the tables further comprising a supplier table having 
supplier information for each supplier referenced by the item table, the supplier information 
including the items supplied by the supplier and information for each supplied item (column 4, 
lines 20-33 - the computer system is linked to the suppliers for generating purchasing orders for 
more materials). 
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As per claim 9, Gleditsch et al teaches the information for each supplied item is selected 
from a group consisting of lead-time necessary for supplying the item but does not explicitly 
teach item prices, and capacity for supplying the item. Official notice is taken that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to also include item prices and capacity for 
supplying the item when ordering supply from a supplier because it is old and well known in the 
art of supply and demand to factor in such things as cost and availability to ensure that a 
company is getting what it needs in the most beneficial way possible. For example, when 
evaluating the order of supplies it is always important to factor in cost, lead-time and availability 
to ensure the production schedule will face a set back thereby leading to a more efficient 
production schedule. 

As per claim 10, Gleditsch et al teaches the algorithm information for each algorithm is 
selected from a group consisting of: algorithm information that calculates a quantity of an item 
based on a mathematical calculation and data available from the tables of the databases; 
algorithm information that calculates a quantity of an item based on a quantity calculated for 
another item; algorithm information that refers to a lookup table; and combinations thereof 
(column 3 line 50 - column 4, line 33 - the method provides a projection of demand on 
manufacturing resources; column 8, lines 41-51 - the method uses a smoothing process that 
comprises a computer and software programming an algorithm for smoothing the demand for the 
resources for a product over time; column 12, lines 15-32 - an example of how the algorithm 
works as orders come in and how the system is able to calculate based on time and demand for 
each project). 
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As per claim 11, Gleditsch et al teaches storing information based on demand for items 
(column 4, lines 20-33 - database stores information for customer orders and generates reports of 
resource allocation). 

As per claim 12, Gleditsch et al teaches storing project information, items for the project 
and the amount of the item required for the project (column 3, lines 50-67 and column 4, lines 6- 
33 - system stores project information and determines amount of item required for the project). 

As per claim 13, Gleditsch et al teaches storing information including the date when the 
item is needed for the project (column 3, lines 50-67 - system calculates when materials are 
needed based on orders and determines the date when supplies must be ordered). 

As per claim 14, Gleditsch et al teaches storing information including the date when the 
item is needed for the project (column 3, lines 50-67 - system calculates when materials are 
needed based on orders and determines the date when supplies must be ordered). 

As per claim 15, Gleditsch et al teaches information including a supplier the item is to be 
ordered from (column 3, lines 60-67 - suppliers are inherently identified since the lead time 
associated with the supplier is used to order the needed materials). 

As per claims 11-15, Gleditsch et al teaches the determinations of the amount of 
resources assigned to a task but does not explicitly teach populating a requirements table with the 
information. However, it is old and well known in the art of data management to organize data 
into tables using programs such as Microsoft Excel. Since Gleditsch et al teaches the use of a 
database to store data, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to organize the collected data into tables such as Microsoft Excel spreadsheets 
wherein each cell representing specific data can be linked to other cells for calculations using 
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predetermined formulas and algorithms. The use of Microsoft Excel spreadsheets within 
Gleditsch et al's system as a way to keep the data organized in an efficient, user-friendly manner. 

As per claim 16, Gleditsch et al teaches the project information including a reference to 
items to be employed in connection with the project, determining an item needed for a project; 
the item information including a reference to an algorithm to be employed to determine a 
quantity of the item for a particular project, determining an algorithm necessary to determine a 
quantity of the needed item; determining specifics of the necessary algorithm; from each table as 
necessary, obtaining any inputs necessary for the algorithm; and applying the inputs to the 
algorithm to determine the quantity of the needed item (column 3 line 50 - column 4, line 33 - 
method to determines daily demand for manufacturing resources based on customer orders and 
predefined parameters related to the manufacturing resources) and item information including a 
references to an algorithm to determine a quantity of the item for a project (column 3 line 50 - 
column 4, line 33 - the method provides a projection of demand on manufacturing resources; 
column 8, lines 41-51 - the method uses a smoothing process that comprises a computer and 
software programming an algorithm for smoothing the demand for the resources for a product 
over time). Gleditsch et al does not explicitly teach the use of tables for storing information to 
determine future demand. However, it is old and well known in the art of data management to 
organize data into tables using programs such as Microsoft Excel. Since Gleditsch et al teaches 
the use of a database to store data, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to organize the collected data into tables such as Microsoft Excel 
spreadsheets wherein each cell representing specific data can be linked to other cells for 
calculations using predetermined formulas and algorithms. The use of Microsoft Excel 
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spreadsheets within Gleditsch et al's system as a way to keep the data organized in an efficient, 
user-friendly manner. 

As per claim 17, Gleditsch et al teaches, determining a project type of the project, the 
method further comprising, determining the item needed according to the project type of the 
project (column 4, lines 20-33 - the database stores predefined parameters in connection with 
each project for allocation of resources; column 3 line 50 - column 4, line 33 - method to 
determines daily demand for manufacturing resources based on customer orders and predefined 
parameters related to the manufacturing resources). Gleditsch et al does not explicitly teach the 
use of tables for storing information to determine future demand. However, it is old and well 
known in the art of data management to organize data into tables using programs such as 
Microsoft Excel. Since Gleditsch et al teaches the use of a database to store data, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to organize the 
collected data into tables such as Microsoft Excel spreadsheets wherein each cell representing 
specific data can be linked to other cells for calculations using predetermined formulas and 
algorithms. The use of Microsoft Excel spreadsheets within Gleditsch et al's system as a way to 
keep the data organized in an efficient, user- friendly manner. 

As per claim 18, Gleditsch et al teaches, determining which milestone is employed to 
calculate the date on which the item is required; determining the date in the project table that is 
the actual milestone date; obtaining such actual milestone date; and applying the actual milestone 
date to calculate the date on which the item is required (column 3, lines 61-67 - calculates when 
certain amounts, of materials or other resources will be needed based on orders and determines 
the date when the materials need to be purchased from the supplier). Gleditsch et al does not 
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explicitly teach the use of tables for storing information to determine future demand. However, 
it is old and well known in the art of data management to organize data into tables using 
programs such as Microsoft Excel. Since Gleditsch et al teaches the use of a database to store 
data, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
organize the collected data into tables such as Microsoft Excel spreadsheets wherein each cell 
representing specific data can be linked to other cells for calculations using predetermined 
formulas and algorithms. The use of Microsoft Excel spreadsheets within Gleditsch et al's 
system as a way to keep the data organized in an efficient, user-friendly manner. 

As per claim 19, Gleditsch et al teaches from the items table, determining a supplier of 
the needed item; from the supplier table, obtaining lead-time information for supplying the item; 
and calculating an order date based on an item requirement date and the lead-time information 
(column 4, lines 20-33 - the computer system is linked to the suppliers for generating purchasing 
orders for more materials). Gleditsch et al does not explicitly teach the use of tables for storing 
information to determine future demand. However, it is old and well known in the art of data 
management to organize data into tables using programs such as Microsoft Excel Since 
Gleditsch et al teaches the use of a database to store data, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to organize the collected data into tables such 
as Microsoft Excel spreadsheets wherein each cell representing specific data can be linked to 
other cells for calculations using predetermined formulas and algorithms. The use of Microsoft 
Excel spreadsheets within Gleditsch et al's system as a way to keep the data organized in an 
efficient, user-friendly manner. 
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Conclusion 



12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Johnna R Stimpak whose telephone number is 703-305-4566. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on 703-305-9643. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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